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State Capitol, Room 325 

 
S.B. 2329, S.D. 2, H.D. 1 

RELATING TO IGNITION INTERLOCK DEVICES. 
 

House Committee on Judiciary 
 
The Department of Transportation (DOT) supports S.B. 2329, S.D. 2, H.D. 1, Relating 
to Ignition Interlock Devices (IID), with a suggested amendment.   
 
In response to a legislative request we received last session, DOT created the Hawaii 
Drug and Alcohol Intoxicated Driving (DAID) Working Group to review Hawaii’s existing 
Operating a Vehicle Under the Influence of an Intoxicant (OVUII) laws and legislatively 
address any issues and concerns.   
 
The DAID, which is comprised of multiple stakeholders including county prosecutors 
and police, and representatives from the Hawaii State Department of Health, Mothers 
Against Drunk Driving, Smart Start, Inc., began tackling the considerable task in       
April 2019.  As a result of the numerous hours dedicated to this statewide collaborative 
effort, which included input from the Public Defender and defense bar, DOT completed 
the legislative request by providing language to strengthen Hawaii’s existing OVUII laws 
in December 2019.  
 
Upon further review of this bill, we are recommending that SECTION 3 page 7, line13, 
add “; or” and on page 7, line 14, add “(4) Not providing a photograph of the driver who 
is who is being tested.”  This is to further ensure the identification of the driver starting 
the vehicle and providing for the identification of the same driver providing the rolling 
test to prevent any circumvention. 
 
As DOT is concerned with improving highway safety and saving lives, we respectfully 
ask the Committee on Judiciary to pass S.B. 2329, S.D. 2, H.D. 1 with the suggested 
amendment.  The amendment would provide law enforcement with additional support 
statutorily to help protect our loved ones from impaired drivers, as well as provide 
clarification and consistency. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony.  
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TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF SENATE BILL 2329 SD 2 l-ID I

A BILL RELATING TO IGNITION INTERLOCK DEVICES

COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY
Rep. Chris Lee, Chair

Rep. Joy A. San Buenaventura, Vice Chair

Wednesday, June 24, 2020, 3:05 p.m.
State Capitol, Conference Room 325

Honorable Chair Lee, Honorable Vice Chair San Buenaventura, and Members of the
Committee on Judiciary, the Office of the Prosecuting Attorney, County of Hawai‘i submits the
following testimony in support of Senate Bill No. 2329, SD 2, HD l.

Highway safety in Hawai‘i is compromised by drunk and drugged drivers who continue
tojeopardize the safety of all road users. ignition interlock devices are a valuable tool in
preventing further instances of drunk driving when installed on a vehicle driven by a defendant
who has already been arrested for driving under the influence.

individuals that have already had their license revoked for an alcohol related incident are
required to install an ignition interlock to legaliy drive. HRS 291 E-62 sets forth penalties which
include mandatoly jail if an individual is convicted ofdriving on a revoked license after an
alcohol related incident without the appropriate interlock device. This bill proposes that if and
individuai is convicted of both HRS 291E-62 (driving while license revoked without an interlock
device) and HRS 29IE-6] / 29lE~6l .5 (DUI, known in Hawaii as OVUII), that anyjail time
ordered by the court shall run consecutively. This change will mandate the court to sentence
defendants to meaningful punishment when their conduct is of an inexcusable nature.

Further, this hill proposes a fix to an enforcement issue that arises when police officers
contact a driver with an interlock device. The current language in 291E-62 only requires the
driver to have the ignition interlock permit in their possession, which creates problems for
officers when trying to identify the person. This amendment would require the driver to also
have a government issued photo ID. This is a practical solution to a problem that was drafted
with the intent not to be a road block to people getting ignition interlocks, but rather allowing
police to more quickly identify and confirm that a driver is who they purport to be.

The Office of the Prosecuting Attorney of the County of Hawaii is in support of
S.B. 2329, SD 2, HD 1, together with all proposed amendments. Thank you for the opportunity
to provide testimony.

Haw-at '1 County is an Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer
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     (1)  For the first violation within ten years of a previous violation, has had an 
ignition interlock device installed for a period of_120 days without any violations; 
 
     (2)  For a second violation within ten years of a previous violation, has had an 
ignition interlock device installed for a period of 180   days without any violations; 
or 
 
     (3)  For habitual and subsequent violations within ten years, has had no 
violations for one consecutive year. 
 
     (b)  A person violates this section by: 
 
     (1)  Providing a sample of 0.02 or more in blood alcohol content when starting 
the vehicle; unless a subsequent test performed within ten minutes registers a 
breath alcohol concentration lower than 0.02 and the digital image confirms the 
same person provided both samples; 
     (2)  Providing a sample of 0.02 or more in blood alcohol content on a rolling 
retest; unless a subsequent test performed within ten minutes registers a breath 
alcohol concentration lower than 0.02 and the digital image confirms the same 
person provided both samples; 
 
     (3)  Failing to provide a rolling retest; unless a review of the digital image 
confirms that the vehicle was not occupied by the driver at the time of the missed 
test; 
 
     (4)  Violating section 291E-66; or 
 
     (5)  Failing to provide a photo of the person when the person blows into the 
ignition interlock device. 
 
     (c)  Any violation that occurs during the period in which the ignition interlock 
device is installed shall constitute non-compliance.  The time required to prove 
compliance shall commence again after any violation until compliance is proven. 
 
     (d)  The requirements of subsection (a) shall be in addition to any penalty 
required for a violation of section 291E-41, 291E-61, or 291E-61.5.  The 
requirements of this section shall be an administrative requirement of being 
eligible to apply for a driver's license." 

 
 We further recommend that the Department of Transportation be provided rule-making 
authority to implement this measure, including adopting a process for appealing the denial of a 
certificate. 
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June 24th, 2020 

 

RE: SB 2329, SD2, HD1, relating to the ignition interlock devices 

 

Ladies and gentlemen, 

The Traffic Injury Research Foundation (TIRF; www.tirf.ca) strongly urges you to support 
and advance SB 2329, SD2, HD1, which closes loopholes in the drunk driving law and 
improves compliance with the state’s lifesaving ignition interlock law. 

TIRF is an independent, scientific research institute, based in Canada, with a separate US 
office. We operate as a registered charity in Canada, and our US office is a registered 
501(c)3. We receive funding from governments through research project contracts as well 
as from associations and industry. We have consulted with governments around the world 
(including the Netherlands, Australia, United Kingdom, Belgium, Norway and France in 
addition to the US and Canada) about drunk driving and alcohol ignition interlock 
programs. The Association of Ignition Interlock Program Administrators (AIIPA) in the US 
hires TIRF to provide strategic advice to AIIPA. During the past ten years, we have delivered 
technical assistance to improve the implementation and delivery of interlock programs and 
other drunk driving countermeasures in more than 40 states in the US with funding from 
the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) through a cooperative 
agreement. 

As part of this technical assistance, TIRF reviewed Hawaii’s Alcohol Interlock Program in 
May 2014 and concluded with a written report. The report identified some of Hawaii’s 
biggest challenges and offered suggested solutions. Challenges included: 

> Offenders who are eligible for the interlock program often choose to wait out the 
hard revocation instead of enrolling in the interlock program; 

> There is a lack of agency authority to hold offenders accountable for non- 
compliance with interlock program rules; and, 

> Offenders in the interlock program who continue unsafe driving behaviors can not 
necessarily be kept in the program, thereby reducing possibilities to prevent future 
offending. 

We believe that SB 2329, SD2, HD1 would effectively address these identified challenges 
by implementing a compliance-based removal system whereby offenders must prove 
compliance with ignition interlock program rules before their device will be removed. This 
approach requires that drunk drivers using an interlock must have a period of no 
recordable violations before the device is removed. 

The knowledge source for safe driving

Traffic Injury
Researd1 Foundation
I71 Nepean St., Suite 200
Ottawa, Ontario
Canada K2P OB4

www.tirf.ca
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Compliance-based systems are already law in 28 states and have become an effective way to teach 
sober driving. Although the number of days for compliance is blank in the bill, we believe a 
minimum of 90 days is appropriate. 

We would propose that amendments be made to this proposal to: 

> No longer allowing offenders to wait out the hard revocation period, but rather ensuring 
that drivers ordered to use an interlock have no other choice but to actually install the 
device before they can obtain an unrestricted license; 

> Provide the authority for the Department of Transportation to adopt and promulgate rules, 
notably in relation to non-compliance. 

In conclusion, we believe that SB 2329, SD2, HD1 addresses existing challenges in the current 
drunk driving law. The new law proposes proven best practices to overcome these challenges. We 
therefore urge you to support and advance this bill. We sincerely hope that the information we 
have provided will help to make this decision but remain available, should you require more 
information. 

Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have follow-up questions about our letter. 

Sincerely,  

 
_________________________ 

Robyn Robertson      Dr. Ward Vanlaar 
President and CEO      COO 
TIRF        TIRF 

 

Secretary of the Board TIRF USA, Inc. 

 

 

Traffic Injury Research Foundation
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